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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 
09/710,723 



Applicant(s) 



Ayres 



Examiner 



Steven Pollard 




The MML iNG DATE of this communication appears on the covet sheet with the correspondence address - 
P TsVoRT R ENE V D STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE __3 MONTH(S) FROM 

If NO penoa ^ior pry p extended period for re p|y will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. i 1 33). 
i « Tceiv" by 2 Office librae rnorrths after the maiHng date of thia commun^n. even if t*^ filed, .ay reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 } □ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . . 

2a) □ This action is FINAL. 2b) K This action is non-final. 

3) □ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters Potion as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 21 3. 
Disposition of Claims 

, is/are pending in the application. 

4) S) Claim(s) 1-24 — 

is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 



4a) Of the above, claim(s) 

5) D Claim(s) 

6) K Claim(s) 1^24 

7) D Claim(s) 

8) □ Claims 



is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 



Application Papers 

9)D The specification is objected to by the Examiner 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on 



is/are a) □ accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 



Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

1 1 »□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: «)□ approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

1 2) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner . 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-ld) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some* c)D None of: 

1. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. - • • 

3 □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 
•See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

1 4) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e). 
a)D The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

1 B)D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § § 1 20 and/or 1 21 . 

Attachment! s) 

r— i „ * ^.^qq,, 4) □ Interview Summary (PT0-413) Paper No(s). 

1) Notice of References Cited (PT0-892) l_j 

r — i n n o ■ JDT n QA oi 5)1 | Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO- 152) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO- 948) »J L_i « ol,co «' ^ 

3) jx) Information Disclosure Statement^} (PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 2 6) □ Other: 



U. S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01 ) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No, 3 



Application/Control Number: 09/710,723 Pa 8 e 2 

Art Unit: 3727 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the pnor art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the tune the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 - 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Day, et. al. 

in view of Nelson. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have employed the rigid insert 
teaching set forth in Nelson in the construction of the device of Day, et. al, motivated by the 
accurate fit achieved thereby. The particular shape claimed would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, motivated by the accepted shape of a laboratory splash pan and the 
intended use. To have employed a liner that lined the reservoir and a closure therefor would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, motivated by the intended use. 

3 . The references to Moyers and Boehlert have been cited to further show related structure. 
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